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DETAILED ACTION 



1. 



Claims 1 



17 are presented for examination. 



2. 



Claims 1 



4, 7, 8 and 10 are amended and claims 1 1-17 are added. 



3. 



This action is in response to amendment filed on 1 1/9/2007. 



The New Grounds of Rejection 



4. Applicant's amendment and argument with respect to claims 1-10, and new claims 1 1-17 
filed on 1 1/9/2007 have been fully considered but they are deemed to be moot in views of 
the new grounds of rejection. Applicant argues Lewis does not teach the amended claim. 
In response to applicant's argument, an updated rejection is provided to address the 
amended claim. 



5. Claims 2-14, 16-17 are objected to because of the following informalities: 

6. Referring to claim 12, line 1 recites "a receiving a request" should be changed to 
"receiving a request". 

7. Referring to claim 2-11, 13-14, 16-17, claims 2-1 1, 13-14, 16-17 are dependent claims 
depends on claims 1, 12 and 15, therefore al the dependent claims should starts with "The 
..."instead of "A...". 

8. All dependent claims are objected to as having the same deficiencies as the claims they 
depend from. 

Appropriate correction is required. 



Claim Objections 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

9. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

10. Claims 1-7, 9-13, 15-16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Lewis et al., US Patent Number 6,233,565, hereinafter Lewis. 

1 1 . Referring to claim 1, Lewis teaches a method of data transmission (Col 1 lines 7-15) 
comprising: 

a. a data provider (RSP web server 150, see figure 2 and figure 6) receiving a 
request for data over the internet (Internet 30) from a client (customer 2n)(figure 
6 A steps 212-214, Col 1 1 lines 46-51, client 2n connects to internet to send 
request to server); 

b. obtaining data (figure 6B, step 215), in response to said request, at said provider 
(Col 1 1 lines 51-53, web server 150 retrieves data); 

c. performing quality assurance procedure (Col 2 lines 29-41, a authentication 
process is performed when user enters the password to connect to the web server) 
on said obtained data to indicate whether said obtained data is corrupted (results 
of user authentication corresponds to "the indication of whether said obtained data 
is corrupted"), responsive to said request (user connects to web server with 
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passwords), at said data provider (web server)(Col 22 lines 2-9, server 
authenticates the user); 

d. if said quality assurance procedure does not indicate that said obtained data is 
corrupted (Col 23 lines 43-47, successful authentication indicates that said 
obtained data is not corrupted, and communication between client and server are 
permitted for transmission), then transmitting said data over said internet to said 
client responsive to said quality assurance procedure (Col 1 1 lines 51-55, figure 6 
steps 215-216); and 

e. if said quality assurance procedure indicates that said obtained data is corrupted 
(Col 23 lines 40-41, failed authentication corresponds to indication that said 
obtained data is corrupted), then not transmitting said obtained data to said client 
(Col 23 lines 41-43, connection is terminated and communication link between 
server and client is severed). 

12. Referring to claim 2, Lewis teaches the method according to claim 1, wherein said 
performing a quality assurance procedure comprises comparing said data to said request 
(Col 22 lines 8-9, 16-20, user's request comprises a private key, and the private key is 
compared with the stored hash). 

13. Referring to claim 3, Lewis teaches the method according to claim 1, wherein said 
performing a quality assurance procedure comprises comparing said data to stored data 
(Col 22 lines 18-20). 
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14. Referring to claim 4, Lewis teaches the method according to claim 1, wherein said 
performing a quality assurance procedure comprises checking an electronic signature 
associated with said data (Col 1 1 lines 46-57, Col 4 lines 39-44). 

15. Referring to claim 5, Lewis teaches the method according to claim 1, wherein said 
performing a quality assurance procedure comprises checking a limited usage-code 
associated with said data (Col 18 lines 10-32, user is allowed to change and view his 
postage usage). 

16. Referring to claim 6, Lewis teaches the method according to claim 1, wherein said 
performing a quality assurance procedure comprises checking a one-way hash function of 
said data (Col 29 lines 12-18, Col 22 lines 18-20). 

17. Referring to claim 7, Lewis teaches the method according to claim 1, wherein said 
performing a quality assurance procedure comprises analyzing a content of said data 
against a preexisting value (Col 37 lines 57-60, all changes are analyzed, Col 22 lines 16- 
20, key is hashed and compared to the stored hash, "the stored hash" corresponds to the 
"preexisting value"). 

18. Referring to claim 8, Lewis teaches the method according to claim 1, further comprising 
transmitting a message when said quality assurance procedure indicates that said obtained 
data is corrupted. 

19. Referring to claim 9, Lewis teaches the method according to claim 9, comprising: 
receiving said data by a user of said data (Col 4 lines 31-35); and second performing a 
quality assurance procedure on said data, at said user (Col 4 lines 36-38). 
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20. Referring to claim 10, Lewis teaches the method according to claim 9, wherein said 
second performing a quality assurance procedure comprises checking a digital signature 
of said data (Col 4 lines 36-37, 42-43). 

21. Referring to claim 11, Lewis teaches the method according to claim 1, wherein said 
performing a quality assurance procedure comprises calculating a checksum for said 
obtained data (Col 22 lines 18-20, when the key is hashed a checksum for said obtained 
data is calculated). 

22. Referring to claim 12, Lewis teaches a method of data transmission (Col 1 lines 7-15) 
comprising: 

a. receiving a request for data over the internet (Internet 30) from a client (customer 
2n)(figure 6A steps 212-214, Col 1 1 lines 46-51, client 2n connects to internet to 
send request to server); 

b. obtaining data (figure 6B, step 215), in response to said request, at said provider 
(Col 11 lines 51-53, web server 150 retrieves data); 

c. performing quality assurance procedure (Col 2 lines 29-41, a authentication 
process is performed when user enters the password to connect to the web server) 
on said obtained data to indicate whether said obtained data is corrupted (results 
of user authentication corresponds to "the indication of whether said obtained data 
is corrupted"), responsive to said request (user connects to web server with 
passwords), at said data provider (web server)(Col 22 lines 2-9, server 
authenticates the user); 
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d. if said quality assurance procedure does not indicate that said obtained data is 
corrupted (Col 23 lines 43-47, successful authentication indicates that said 
obtained data is not corrupted, and communication between client and server are 
permitted for transmission), then transmitting said data over said internet to said 
client responsive to said quality assurance procedure (Col 1 1 lines 51-55, figure 6 
steps 215-216); and 

e. if said quality assurance procedure indicates that said obtained data is corrupted 
(Col 23 lines 40-41, failed authentication corresponds to indication that said 
obtained data is corrupted), then not transmitting said obtained data to said client 
(Col 23 lines 41-43, connection is terminated and communication link between 
server and client is severed). 

23. Referring to claim 13, Lewis teaches the method according to claim 12, wherein said 
performing a quality assurance procedure comprises checking an electronic signature 
associated with said data (Col 1 1 lines 46-57, Col 4 lines 39-44). 

24. Referring to claim 15, Lewis teaches a system for data transmission (Col 1 lines 7-15) 
comprising: 

a. means for receiving a request for data over the internet (Internet 30) from a client 
(customer 2n)(figure 6 A steps 212-214, Col 1 1 lines 46-51, client 2n connects to 
internet to send request to server); 

b. means for obtaining data (figure 6B, step 215), in response to said request, at said 
provider (Col 1 1 lines 51-53, web server 150 retrieves data); 
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c. means for performing quality assurance procedure (Col 2 lines 29-41, a 
authentication process is performed when user enters the password to connect to 
the web server) on said obtained data to indicate whether said obtained data is 
corrupted (results of user authentication by matching the user input data and 
stored data corresponds to "the indication of whether said obtained data (stored 
data) is corrupted"), responsive to said request (user connects to web server with 
passwords), at said data provider (web server)(Col 22 lines 2-9, server 
authenticates the user); 

d. measn for transmitting said data over said internet to said client responsive to said 
quality assurance procedure (Col 1 1 lines 51-55, figure 6 steps 215-216) if said 
quality assurance procedure does not indicate that said obtained data is corrupted 
(Col 23 lines 43-47, successful authentication indicates that said obtained data is 
not corrupted, and communication between client and server are permitted for 
transmission) and for not transmitting said obtained data to said client (Col 23 
lines 41-43, connection is terminated and communication link between server and 
client is severed) if said quality assurance procedure indicates that said obtained 
data is corrupted (Col 23 lines 40-41, failed authentication corresponds to 
indication that said obtained data is corrupted) 

25. Referring to claim 16, Lewis teaches the method according to claim 15, wherein said 
performing a quality assurance procedure comprises checking an electronic signature 
associated with said data (Col 1 1 lines 46-57, Col 4 lines 39-44). 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

26. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention Is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

27. Claim 8 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Lewis in views of 
Ekstrom et al. 5 US Patent Number 5,968,126, hereinafter Ekstrom. 

28. Referring to claim 8, Lewis teaches the invention as described in claim 1, and Lewis does 
not teach transmitting a message when said quality assurance procedure indicates that 
said obtained data is corrupted. 

Ekstrom teaches in Col 5 lines 47-49, in the response from server show an 
authentication failure, an error message is transmitted to the user and the request is 
terminated. 

It would have been obvious to a person with ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made have the server of Lewis to transmit an error message to the 
client upon authentication failure because both Lewis and Ekstrom teach client 
connection request authentications, and Ekstrom suggests an error message upon 
authentication failure. 

A person with ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to make the 
modification to Lewis because having the error message transmitted to the user would 
allow user to be aware of the failure authentication and provides the opportunities to user 
to correct his authentication inputs as taught by Ekstrom. 
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29. Claim 14 and 17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Lewis in 
views of Beeson, Jr. et al., US Patent Number 5,396,543, hereinafter Beeson. 

30. Referring to claims 14 and 17, Lewis teaches the invention as described in claims 12 and 
15, however, Lewis does not teach, if said quality assurance procedure indicates that said 
obtained data is corrupted, then obtaining backup data. 

Beeson teaches if the first authentication request has failed then a backup is used 
for the purpose of authenticating the customer (Col 22 lines 63-67). 

It would have been obvious to a person with ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made have the backup authentication if the original authentication 
process has failed because both Lewis teaches a system that is having client sends 
authentication request to the server, and Beeson provides a solution if the original 
authentication fails, then a backup authentication is provided to authenticate the client. 

A person with ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to make the 
modification to Lewis because having the backup authentication would allow client to 
have an opportunity to be authenticated after the firsts authentication was determined 
failed. 

Conclusion 

3 1 . Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 

§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 
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32. A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the 
advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than 
SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

33. Chow et al., US Publication Number 2002/0002678, teaches internet authentication 
technology where a failure message is returned to the client. 

34. Aviani Jr. et al, US Patent Number 6,532,493, teaches the destination server responds 
with an appropriate message indicating that the request requires authentication or that 
authentication had failed. 

35. Ishikawa et al., US Patent Number 6,343,284, teaches if the authentication fails, the 
content server notifies the terminal of the failure of the authentication. 

36. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Liang-che Alex Wang whose telephone number is 
(571)272-3992. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday thru Friday, 8:30 am 
to 5:00 pm. 

37. If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Glenton B Burgess can be reached on (571)272-3949. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 



Application/Control Number: 

10/807,514 

Art Unit: 2153 



Page 12 



38. Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published 
applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For 
more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you 
have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business 
Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Liang-che Alex Wang 
December 18, 2007 




